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Abstract
Cuttings transportation from the drill bit, through the annulus, to the surface
is one of the most important functions performed by drilling fluid. The pre-
diction of drilling fluid's performance to transport cuttings in the annulus is
very complex task due to the presence of numerous parameters. Nanoparticles
(NPs) have been recently introduced into drilling fluid to engineer its proper-
ties and enhance its performance. Nevertheless, the lifting capacity has not been
sufficiently investigated. The understanding of the influence and the mecha-
nisms responsible for the improvement in cuttings transport process can further
advance the application of NPs for drilling fluids. Computational fluid dynamics
(CFD) is widely used as a numerical technique in handling complex multiphase
flow problems in different operational conditions. The present work has taken
the advantages of CFD to computationally analyze the influence of NPs and
the effects of various parameters such as drilling fluids rheology, flow rate, pipe
rotation, cuttings density, shape, concentration, and drilling fluids-cuttings par-
ticle coupling regimes on the cuttings transport in a vertical wellbore. The CFD
simulation is carried out by using transient solver of ANSYS-FLUENT com-
mercial code. The dense discrete phase model is used to overcome the main
shortcomings of previous Eulerian based approaches. Good agreement has been
achieved between the simulation and the published experimental results. It
showed that the fluid viscosity and cuttings transport process can be signifi-
cantly enhanced by adding nanomaterials to the fluid, and the process is highly
influenced by cuttings characteristics such as in situ concentration, shape, and
density.
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1 INTRODUCTION
The drilling fluids perform many functions such as cooling and transporting cuttings from the bottom to the surface. Well-
bore cleaning is an important task of drilling fluids and it should be well performed in drilling operations to avoid problems
such as stick pipe, high torque and drag and loss circulation. Nanomaterials have been recently introduced as additives
to improve drilling fluids performance and to meet the operational, technical, and environmental requirements.1,2 It
enhances the drilling fluids rheological properties, filter cake quality, and carrying capacity. The concentration of nanopar-
ticles (NPs) plays an important role in improving the fluid performance.3 Most of the reported studies investigated the
influence of NPs on the laboratory benches using a rheometer and filtration setup.4-6
The influence of nanomaterials on the characteristics and performance of drilling fluids has been experimentally
studied at different conditions.7-15 However, the laboratory investigations do not always reflect the fluid behavior and
properties that flowing through circulation system under various conditions. Computational fluid dynamics (CFD) is an
analysis method, which analyzes fluid flow, heat, and mass transfer, and other phenomena in different regimes.16 Using
CFD technique for investigating the drilling fluid flow and rheology in wellbore could reduce experiment cost and time,
producing unlimited data. Inefficient removal of cuttings would increase the cutting accumulation and lead to mechanical
pipe sticking, impeding the drilling process.17 Therefore, it is important to simulate and understand the influence of
various parameters such as drilling fluids rheology, flow rate, pipe rotation, cuttings density, shape, and concentration on
the cuttings transport.
There are many investigations of nanomaterials influence on the thermal stability and rheology of drilling mud
reported in the literature.18,19 Laponite NPs have been used to improve the onset decomposition temperature of and
viscosity of the polymer in the drilling fluids at high-temperature and high-pressure conditions.20 The study findings
show that the viscosity of drilling fluids with laponite NPs had a higher decomposition point and greater viscosity
than those without laponite NPs. The thermal stability and the rheological properties of drilling fluids have been also
enhanced using nanosized layered particles. The rheological tests for drilling fluids containing magnesium aluminum
silicate NPs indicated that the shear-thinning performance, carrying capacity, and gel strength have been significantly
improved when compared with base drilling fluids.21 In addition to the thermal stability, the thermal conductiv-
ity is also important property in cooling function of drilling fluids. Saboori et al22 reported that copper oxide NPs
enhanced the thermal conductivity by 29% and reduced the temperature gradient about twice when compared to the
base fluids.
The cuttings-drilling fluids flow can be simulated as solid-liquid flow, with the cutting as solid particles while the
drilling fluid as non-Newtown fluid. The literature on cuttings transportation shows a variety of modeling approaches. The
choosing of the suitable model is a real serious concern. Drilling fluid-cuttings flow modeling is a complicated task, but it
is a really useful tool to infer more about these flows. Several researchers have proposed to use Eulerian-Eulerian approach
to model drilling fluids-cuttings flow.23,24 This strategy usually requires much less computational resources corresponded
to Eulerian-Lagrangian schemes. Thus, it can be employed to model pilot scale.25,26 However, the discrete nature of the
solid phase is missing in the Eulerian-Eulerian strategy due to the continuous representation of the dispersed phase.
This weakness can be surmounted with the discrete element method (DEM).27-29 In this approach, the solid particles
are tracked separately based on Newton's laws of motion besides particle-particle and particle-wall collisions. Not only
Eulerian approach has limitations but also the Lagrangian approach. One of the main shortcomings of DEM technique
is the high computational demands that reduce its applications to small scale.30 Discrete phase model was used in the
simulation of cuttings to eliminate the previous restrictions,31 which is two-ways coupling between the cuttings and fluid.
As a result of using DPM, the volume fraction of the discrete phase should not be exceeded 10%, otherwise weak accurate
predictions will be obtained. To avert all previous approaches limitation, the dense discrete phase model (DDPM) has
been established in which the details of particle-particle and particle-wall collisions are not overtly tracked anymore;
as an alternative, a force is employed to represent these collisions.32 Moreover, the hypothesis of the particles bundle is
utilized to lessen the amounts of particles included in the computations, resulting in an important acceleration of the
speed of the calculations. Therefore, the DDPM looks promising considering to the advantages of Lagrangian methods
and is applicable to large scales.
The DDPM model is suggested in this work to overcome the main shortcomings of Eulerian-Eulerian and CFD-DEM
approaches. DDPM has the powers of easy implementation of realistic particle size distribution and tracking the dis-
crete character of particles. It is also less computational cost than Eulerian-Eulerian approach,33 since the coarse
grid can be employed to perform grid-size-independent simulations and the application of the idea of the bundle.
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F I G U R E 1 Problem configuration
T A B L E 1 Meshes size and characteristics
Mesh Cells Faces Nodes Cell zone Face zones Max aspect ratio Min orthogonal quality
Coarse 77 520 237 460 82 477 1 7 34.8 0.7
Medium 127 182 388 003 133 712 1 7 23 0.715
Fine 172 250 525 239 180 820 1 7 20.8 0.716
Although several studies have been conducted in recent years, no attention has been paid to the effect of cuttings
concentration as well as the effects of NPs on drilling fluids properties. To address this gap, this work proposes to
numerically investigate the effects of drilling fluids flow, cuttings transport, and NPs. The first objective of the study
is to simulate the flow behavior of the suspended cuttings in a non-Newtonian NP-based drilling fluid. Secondly, a
parametric study of the cuttings transport process, including fluid flow rate, cuttings shape, density and in situ con-
centration is performed. Finally, the analysis of NP influence on the fluid viscosity and the hole cleaning efficiency
is conducted.
2 METHODOLOGY
2.1 Geometry, meshing, and boundary conditions
The 3D geometry consists of two overlapped cylindrical bodies (Figure 1). The interior cylinder represents a concentric
rotating carbon steel drill pipe with an outer diameter of 0.05 m and a length of 1 m. The outer cylinder is a vertical
and stationary wellbore with an inner diameter of 0.1 m and length of 1.2 m. To simplify the calculations, the model
adopted here is based on the following assumptions: (a) wellbore formation is not a porous media; (b) the investiga-
tions have been applied to a specific section of whole drill pipe; (c) the drill bit has not been considered in the oil
drilling system; and (d) the construction material wellbore is the Basalt rock which widely exists in the continental
crust layer.
The geometry was created by Design Modeler/ANSYS. The unstructured mesh of hexahedral cells and quadrilateral
faces was generated using ICEM CFD v.15. The dependency of the mesh size was eliminated by creating three differ-
ent size meshes, and the medium one was selected for further simulations, as displayed in Table 1. The simulations
were implemented on two computers. The first computer consists of Intel Core i5-3210M CPU @ 2.5 GHz and 4 GB of
RAM, and the second one is the High-Performance Computer (HPC)/ARC2 at the University of Leeds which contains
380 CPUs.
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2.2 Mathematical formulations
The simulation of this system adopts a time-dependent model for fluid flow and concentration profiles in the oil drilling
system. The incompressible, non-Newtonian, turbulent, multiphase flow of drilling fluids/particles has been mimicked
in a three-dimensional (3D), transient CFD simulations using ANSYS-FLUENT. Among the different rheological mod-
els suggested for non-Newtonian drilling fluids, the Herschel-Bulkley model was used. For turbulence modeling, the
standard k-𝜀 turbulence model was used.
The flow field of the dispersed phase (particles) and continuum fluid phase has been calculated based on
Eulerian-Lagrangian approach. The dispersed phases represent two groups of the suspended particulates, namely drilled
cuttings and NPs. The discrete phase and continuum phase have been coupled via two-way coupling regime (DDPM).
The forces included for reinforcing the fluid-particles interactions were drag force, pressure gradient force, lift force and
two-way turbulence coupling. The inclusion of two-way turbulence coupling model was to determine the motion of the
particles due to the flow turbulence. NP material and quantity were adopted from the experimental work of Alyasiri et al34
(graphite and aluminum oxide with total concentrations of 0.3 and 0.9 wt%, respectively).
The energy equation was activated in the simulations for examining the effects of the wellbore wall temperature on
the fluid rheology. The heat flux from the wellbore bottom was constant for maintaining the wall temperature around
360 K. The heat flux from wall linearly increases with the well depth, which was modeled using a user-defined function
(UDF). The governing equations of flow for the discrete and continuous phases are displayed as follows:
2.2.1 Continuous phase
The 3D momentum and mass conservation equations for incompressible, transient and viscous fluid flow are character-
ized by the local Reynolds-averaged Naiver-Stokes (RANS) equations,16,35,36 as follows:
Mass conservation equation:
𝜕
𝜕t
(𝛼q𝜌q) + 𝛻.(𝛼q𝜌q−→vq) =
n∑
p=1
( ̇m𝑝𝑞− ̇m𝑞𝑝) + Sq (2.1)
Momentum conservation equation:
𝜕
𝜕t
(𝛼q𝜌q−→v q) + 𝛻.(𝛼q𝜌q−→v q−→v q) = −𝛼q𝛻p + 𝛻.
=
𝜏q + 𝛼q𝜌−→g +
n∑
p=1
(−→R𝑝𝑞 + ̇−→v𝑞𝑝m𝑝𝑞− ̇v𝑞𝑝m𝑞𝑝)
+ (−→Fq +
−−−→Flift,q +
−−−→F𝑤𝑙,q +
−−−→F𝑣𝑚,q +
−−→F𝑡𝑑,q) (2.2)
The transport equations for the standard k-𝜀 turbulence model are shown below37:
𝜕
𝜕t
(𝜌𝑘) + 𝜕
𝜕𝑥𝑖
(𝜌𝑘vi) =
𝜕
𝜕xj
[(
𝜇 + 𝜇t
𝜎k
)
𝜕k
𝜕𝑥𝑗
]
+ Gk + Gb − 𝜌𝜀 − YM + Sk (2.3)
𝜕
𝜕t
(𝜌𝜀) + 𝜕
𝜕xi
(𝜌𝜀vi) =
𝜕
𝜕xj
[(
𝜇 + 𝜇t
𝜎𝜀
)
𝜕𝜀
𝜕xj
]
+ C1𝜀
𝜀
k
(Gk + C3𝜀Gb) − C2𝜀𝜌
𝜀2
k
+ S𝜀 (2.4)
The energy conservation in the Eulerian multiphase flow model is described by the independent steady-state enthalpy,
as written below for each phase:
𝜕
𝜕t
(𝛼q𝜌qhq) + 𝛻.(𝛼q𝜌q−→uqhq) = 𝛼q
𝜕pq
𝜕t
+
=
𝜏q ∶ 𝛻−→uq − −→qq + Sq +
n∑
p=1
(Q𝑝𝑞 + m𝑝𝑞h𝑝𝑞 − m𝑞𝑝h𝑞𝑝) (2.5)
Fluid non-Newtonian behavior is addressed using the Herschel-Bulkley model. The governing equation the model is
described:
𝜂 = 𝜏0
𝛾
+ 𝜅
(
𝛾
𝛾c
)n−1
(2.6)
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2.2.2 Discrete phase
Using the Lagrangian approach, FLUENT predicts the trajectory of particles by integrating the force balance on the parti-
cles. The force balance equates the particle inertia with forces applying on particles like drag force, gravity force, rotational
lift force, and so on.36,38,39 The equation of particle force balance can be written as follows:
d−→u p
𝑑𝑡
= FD(−→u − −→up) +
(𝜌p − 𝜌)−→g
𝜌p
+ −→F (2.7)
where −→F refers to forces term that may include different possible forces such as gravity force, Saffman's lift force, pressure
gradient force, and so on depending on the configurations. The drag force per unit particle mass FD is described as
FD =
18𝜇
𝜌Pd2P
CD𝑅𝑒
24
(2.8)
The pressure gradient in the fluid:
−→F = 𝜌
𝜌P
uP𝛻u (2.9)
And particle lift due to shear, which is also knowing as Saffman's lift force40:
−→F =
2Kv
1
2 𝜌d𝑖𝑗
𝜌pdp(d𝑘𝑙d𝑙𝑘)
(u − up) (2.10)
The equations of volume fraction for each phase are individually solved using the implicit time discretization36,41,42
as written below:
Vq = ∫V 𝛼q𝑑𝑉 (2.11)
where
n∑
q=1
𝛼q = 1 (2.12)
The boundary conditions for the base case include velocity inlet with fluid velocity magnitude of 10 m/s and pressure
outlet for fluid/particles outlet. Cuttings particles are injected from the wellbore bottom with a size distribution modeled
using the Rosin-Rammler method. The NPs are injected from the inlet of the drill pipe. The time step size for a transient
solver for satisfactory convergence for fluid and particle phases is chosen as 0.001 second. Physical parameters of cuttings
particles and NPs are listed in Tables 2 and 3, respectively.
3 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
3.1 Model validation and mesh refinement study
3.1.1 Model validation
The CFD model developed in this study is validated by experimental findings of Samsuri and Hamzah43 work. They
studied the effect of multiwalled carbon nanotubes (MWNTs) additive on the carrying capacity of drilling mud in a
vertical well. MWNTs were added with different concentrations for various flow rates for investigating the mud lifting
performance. To validate the model results, 0 and 0.01 wt % of NPs were simulated at flow velocity ranges from 0.05 to
0.15 m/s and compared with the experimental data. The orthorhombic cuttings particles were injected from the bottom of
a well with a fixed size of 4.8 mm. As shown in Figure 2, a good agreement was obtained between the simulation results,
especially at higher mud flow rates.
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Property Values
Max. diameter, m 0.005
Min. diameter, m 10−6
Mean diameter, m 0.0025
Spread parameter 3
Particle density, kg/m3 2300
Mass flow rate, kg/s 0.4
Particle volume, m3 5.24×e−10 to 5.23e−19
Particle weight, g 1.95–0.0019
Temperature, K 300
X-velocity, m/s 0
Y-velocity, m/s 0.008
T A B L E 2 Cuttings particle properties
Particles Properties Value
Graphite Size, nm 50
Shape Spherical
Density, kg/m3 1800
Thermal conductivity, w/m K 6
Aluminum
oxide
Size, nm 45
Shape Spherical
Density, kg/m3 3500
Specific heat, J/kg K 502.48
Thermal conductivity, w/m K 202.4
T A B L E 3 Nanoparticles physical properties
3.1.2 Mesh refinement study
Three different sizes of meshes have been used to check the dependency on the mesh size, as presented in Table 1. Figure 3
displays a good agreement between the grids in term of velocity magnitude, turbulent kinetic energy (k), wall shear stress,
and turbulence intensity. The refined medium grid has been selected for the further simulation to make a balance between
the computational time and the accuracy of the predictions. The final mesh is an unstructured mesh of hexahedral cells
and quadrilateral faces, as illustrated in Figure 3. Versteeg and Malalasekera16 reported that the optimal mesh should be
non-uniform and fine in zones of high flow variation, and coarse in zones with low flow change. Hexahedral mesh offers
excellent accuracy for RANS calculations at high Reynolds number and high viscous flow regions.44 Good agreement
between the grids results can be noticed from Figure 3D. This indicates that mesh size has no significant impact on the
flow predictions.
3.2 Fluid flow
The flow pattern of water-based drilling fluids through a rotating drill pipe and a wellbore has been investigated. Figure 4
reveals the streamlines and flow direction in the flow domain. Recirculation zones are formed near the corners of the
wellbore bottom due to the great Reynolds number and sudden expansion in the flow area. The turbulent eddies in these
zones could results in a loss of fluid, loss of heat and pressure drop.45 The contour of fluid velocity shows a variation in
the velocity components, as shown in Figure 4. The effects of drill pipe rotation on the fluid viscosity have been analyzed
(Figure 5). The dynamic viscosity decreases with the share rate increase due to the non-Newtonian properties of the fluid.7
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F I G U R E 2 The experimental validation for the numerical findings of cuttings particle size 4.8 mm for, A, nanotreated fluid (0.01 wt%
CNT NPs) and B, base fluid without NPs
The fluid viscosity contributes to the overall performance of drilling fluids in the hole cleaning process. The dynamic
viscosity of non-Newtonian fluid has been studied with the variation of the shear rate and the NPs addition. The most
critical parameter that affects the fluid viscosity is the drill pipe rotation speed (ie, shear rate). Figure 5 presents the effects
of shear rate and NPs on the fluid viscosity. Adding nanomaterials in two concentrations promotes the fluid viscosity for
different shear rates. NP concentration of 0.9 wt% shows a significant improvement in the viscosity, hence it has been
considered for the cuttings transport investigations. The effective dispersion ability of NPs within the fluid structure
could be the responsible for viscosity improvement.46 Figure 6 depicts fluid viscosity distribution in the model through a
cross-sectional view of the viscosity contour.
Figure 5 shows that the flow behavior of NP drilling fluid is similar to that of base fluid without NPs. Both drilling
fluids with and without NPs followed the shear thinning behavior. The difference between them is that the addition of
NPs renders higher viscosity, which is linked with the effective dispersion stability of NPs on the surface of bentonite.14
3.3 Cuttings transport
The efficiency of nanofluid in the hole cleaning process was examined for different fluid flow rates and drilled cuttings
characteristics. In the present model, the cuttings transport process was studied depending on the cuttings volume fraction
in the outlet fluid. As described in the previous section, the selection of NPs concentration (0.9 wt%) were made to satisfy
both cleaning efficiency and economic considerations. In this study, the fluid inlet velocity is varied at both base and
0.9 wt% nanodrilling fluids. The NPs addition and fluid inlet velocity improve fluid carrying capacity for drilled cuttings.
Figure 8 represents the impact of fluid velocity on the carrying capacity of the NP-based mud and base mud. An increase
in cuttings recovery is observed as the inlet velocity increases for both fluids. However, this increase is more with 0.9 wt%
nanodrilling fluids. During a drilling operation when a mud engineer noticed that the hole was not being cleaned of
cuttings at a satisfactory rate, the circulation rate and thicken the drilling fluids increased. This justifies why more cuttings
recovery with nanofluid. This could be explained mathematically by using Equations (3.1) and (3.2) as well as shown in
Figure 7.47
Vparticle = Vfluid − Vslip (3.1)
Vslip =
138 (𝜌s − 𝜌f )ds2
𝜇
(3.2)
Therefore, more cuttings recovery rate can be obtained by increasing the fluid velocity and viscosity. On the other
hand, the increment of the annular fluid velocity results in open hole erosion and uncontrolled losses after fracturing, and
the viscosity increment can cause differential sticking problems.48 All these parameters should be controlled carefully. An
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F I G U R E 3 A, Velocity magnitude (m/s), B, turbulent kinetic energy (k), C, turbulent dissipation rate (𝜀), and D, wall shear stress. A, B,
and C are based on distance along the wellbore diameter (y =−0.24, 0.24). D, Graph is calculated based on the distance from top to bottom of
the wellbore
important observation shown in Figure 8 is that the cuttings recovery of nanodrilling fluids at low inlet velocity is more
than that of the base drilling fluids. (ie, 51% at 0.5 ms-1 for nanofluid and 48% for base fluid). This behavior can help in
reducing cuttings deposition when the circulation velocity is not sufficient to overcome the gravitational force.49
Drill cuttings in suspension is acted upon by different forces. The diagram below (Figure 9) shows the acting forces
on drilled cuttings. The major forces acting on cuttings transport include the drag, buoyancy and gravitational forces. The
cuttings characteristics and fluid properties are very important in determining which force is most active and dominates
the system. These forces can be grouped into static and hydrodynamic forces. Gravity and buoyancy forces are static
forces due to the properties of the particles and its surrounding fluid. Drag is a hydrodynamic force incurred from the
fluid flow. Particles start accumulating when the fluid drag is not adequate to enable further motion of the particles. In
vertical wells, drag force should surpass gravitational force, which is almost in the opposite direction of the drag force.
Otherwise, upwards particle motion will be terminated and particle settling will occur.50 Figure 10 demonstrates that the
higher in situ concentration of drilled cuttings, the larger the cuttings transport rate. As the height of the cuttings bed
becomes more prominent, the fluid can hold more cuttings until attaining the critical carrying capacity. The increasing
flow turbulence results in a uniform drag distribution that lifts the cuttings to the surface. These results are consistent
with Hussaini and Azar51 findings who suggested that mud annular velocity decreases in situ cuttings concentration.52
However, the mud flow rate needs to be systematically restricted for controlling the pressure drop, pumping cost and
wellbore stability.
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F I G U R E 4 (Left) Flow streamline in 2D
view. (Right) Velocity magnitude contour
F I G U R E 5 Effects of nanoparticles addition on the fluid
viscosity
0.8
0.9
1
1.1
1.2
1.3
1.4
1.5
1.6
1.7
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700
V
is
co
si
ty
 (
pa
.s
)
Shear rate (rpm)
0.9% Gr Al2O3-
0.3% Gr-Al2O3
Base mud
F I G U R E 6 Cross-sectional contour of the fluid viscosity for base mud and nano-based mud (100 rpm)
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F I G U R E 7 Schematic of velocities balance during drilling
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F I G U R E 8 Cuttings recovery vs fluid inlet velocity for drill pipe
rotation speed of 100 rpm
F I G U R E 9 Forces acting on a drilled cutting
The shape of the cutting's particle can affect the hole cleaning process. Besides the spherical particles, transport of
particles with a shape factor of 0.9 and 0.8 were tested at a fixed in situ concentration of 40 wt%. Figure 11 indicates that
the particles with higher sphericity are easier to be carried, which is due to its good sliding capability on each other. This
also theoretically confirmed with Haider and Levenspiel53 approach for non-spherical particles drag that stated that the
shape factor lowers the drag coefficient, hence the resistance to particles transport is more likely to be lower.
The last parameter investigated is cuttings density. The particles with low relative density have better cleaning effi-
ciency. The heavier cuttings tend to settle to the wellbore bottom, as illustrated in Figure 12. The obtained results are
confirmed by Li and Wilde54 and Zakerian et al.55 The authors pointed out that a particle with a higher density is harder
to transport through a wellbore. The reason behind that is the gravitational force increase when the density of cuttings
particles increases (Figure 9 and Equation 3.2). Increase in cuttings density tends to increase slip velocity, which adversely
affects hole cleaning as a result of more cuttings settling. While the opposite occurs when the density of the drilling flu-
ids is increased. The increase in fluid density push buoyancy force to increase and that increase cuttings recovery. An
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F I G U R E 10 The effects of
cuttings in situ concentration on
the cuttings recovery for, A,
0.9 wt% Gr-Al2O3 nanoparticle
mud and B, base mud, at 100 rpm
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F I G U R E 11 The effects of
cuttings shape on the cuttings
recovery for, A, 0.9 wt%
Gr-Al2O3 nanoparticle mud and
B, base mud, at 100 rpm
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F I G U R E 12 The effects of
cuttings shape on the cuttings
recovery for, A, 0.9 wt%
Gr-Al2O3 nanoparticle mud and
B, base mud, at 100 rpm
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important observation shown in Figures 8 and Figures 10, 11, and 12 is the cuttings recovery of drilling fluids can increase
with NPs addition. The addition of NPs to water-based mud (WBM) could improve the viscosity, viscoelasticity and
thixotropy properties of WBM as well as the ratio of yield point to plastic viscosity. Generally, a drilling fluid with lower
plastic viscosity and higher yield point is recommended as the lower plastic viscosity provides turbulence at the drill bit
for better hole cleaning and higher yield point ensures enhanced carrying capacity and strong shear thinning behavior.
4 CONCLUSIONS
The present study numerically examined the performance of cuttings transport process of non-Newtonian NP-based
drilling fluids in a vertical non-porous wellbore via ANSYS. The rheological behavior of drilling fluids was character-
ized by the three-parameter Herschel-Bulkley model. Two categories of suspended particles were used: drilled cuttings
and nanomaterials. The interaction between the continuous phase and discrete phases was established by calculating
the exchange of drag force, pressure gradient force and lift force according to the two-way coupling regime. The size of
NPs was uniform, while cuttings particles size was distributed via the Rosin-Rammler method. To maintain wellbore
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conditions, the heat flux from the wellbore wall was considered by including UDF to reflect geothermal gradient impact,
which means wall temperature increases with depth.
The present model has successfully predicted some reported facts as follows:
• The flow pattern is turbulent complex and disordered in the bottom of a wellbore.
• Adding NPs with adequate concentration significantly boosts fluid viscosity and carrying capacity.
• Increasing fluid inlet velocity enhances the cleaning performance.
• The cuttings transport process is influenced by cuttings characteristics such as in situ concentration, shape, and density.
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NOMENCLATURE
V q volume of phase
q&q phases
v velocity
p pressure
g acceleration gravity constant
FD drag force
Fb Buoyancy force
Fg gravitational force
K consistency index or thermal conductivity
n power law index
Ea activation energy
T temperature
Q conductive heat transfer
V slip slip velocity
Greek symbols
𝛼q phasic volume fraction
𝜌q phase density
𝜏 stress tensor
𝜇t turbulent viscosity
𝜀 turbulent dissipation rate
𝜂 dynamic viscosity
𝛾 shear rate
𝜏o yield stress threshold
𝛾c critical shear rate
𝜌s density of cuttings
𝜌f density of drilling fluid
𝜇 viscosity
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